Sena! No. 10/8 i 6,2% 



Entry of the present amendment and consideration of the comments which follow m response to 
the she Official Action mailed October 4, 2006 is respect folly requested by Applicants. 

Chim 1 has beets amended. Support foe the amendment \ found in die specification in paragraph 
60 and in original claim 13. No new matter has been added. 

Claims 1-36 are currently pending. 

I 1 m iOl>H >;'! K HO'' 

The Examiner requires restriction under 35 CSC §121 to one of the following groups: 

5: Claims 1-10, 35, and 36 drawn to a compound classified it:; class 536, subclass LI 1,4.1 

IE Claims 1 1-12 drawn to an oligomer classified in class 536, subclass 23.1 

111: Claims 13-21 drawn to an oligomer classified in class 536, subclass 23,1 

IV: Claim 22 drawn to a composition classified in class 536, subclass 24.3 

V; t m 23 dt ! to o 4 compound .1 tula 1* ed in ela 136, so is 2 

VI; Claim 24 drawn to use of a compound for labeling nucleic acids classified in class 536. 
subclass 26.6 

VIE Claims 25 and 26 drawn to the use of a compound for hybridization classified in class 
435, subclass 6 

Mil (turn 3 draw ^vuttctul irk c iwf it chs subclass 25.3 

i\ (Ian i t > , 1 t v f i nth t s it 1 n 1 4 ! ' , °1 i 

\ Claim 29-33, 33, and 34 drawn to a method of detecting a target classified in class 435, 
subclass 6 

XI: Claim 32 drawn to a method of identifying the presence or amount of a target classified 
tn class 435, subclass 6 
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The Examiner argues that inventions of Groups I- VI and VH-XI are related as products and 
processes of use. and she compound of Group a for example, can be used in the formation of oligomers 
and said oligomer can be used in the invention of Gumps ViGXl lie furthe; argues that the inventions are 
distinct for the reason given above, 1 there would be a serious burden on the Examiner if restriction is 
not required because !he inventions have acquired a separate < u m the art i view ol d en different 
dassi hcaiion. 

' G t 

Applicants elect, with traverse, die invention of Group I claims G 10. 35, and 36, for prosecution 
at this time, 

fjav' s iiit, uhr< . 

.Applicants traverse the requirement and argue that the restriction between the inventions of 
Groups ii and til is improper. 

For a restrieh'on to be proper, the Examiner must establish why the examination of the restricted 
subject matter in a single application would impose a serious burden on the Examiner (MPEP 808.02). 
The Group 0 and Group 111 subject matter both belong to the same class and subclass. Furthermore, the 
} mi! ml ^ hi h rabiishorsu tth different eld > f search would b j t lire lbs h e two 
groups or that She subject matter of the respective two groups has obtained a separate status in the art. 
Accordingly, Applicants argue that the restriction between these two groups is dearly in error, and they 
! t tn il\ gi t th 1 lit hi 1 | i i ^ i td 1otu<>tm> 11 dill 



The Examiner is hereby authorized to charge any fees associated with this Amendment to Deposit 
\cc ism \ \ dup ate >\ ol hus -da c closed 
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